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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) G Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This application is a continuation of 10/038,093, filed on January 4, 2002, now U.S. 
Patent 6.628,886. 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings, filed on 02/25/2002, are accepted. 

Specirication 

2. Applicants' cooperation is requested in correcting any errors of which applicants 
may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-8, 10, 1 1, 13-17 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Skunes et al. (U.S. 2002/00621 70). 
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Regarding claims 1, 10 and 19, Sl^unes et al. disclose (see Figures 1-3) a 
method and an apparatus for transporting one or more optical components between a 
plurality of optical component processing stages of an assembly system, comprising a 
carrier transport apparatus adapted to move at least one optical component carrier 
between two optical component processing stages and position the optical component 
carrier between a plurality of a processing positions with respect to each of the two 
optical component stages (abstract; [0019], lines 6-9 and [0026], lines 15-24). 

Regarding claims 2, 10, 1 1 , 19 and 20, Skunes et al. disclose an apparatus 
wherein the carrier transport (pick and place machine) comprises a roller assembly 
driven by a conveyor drive ([0013], lines 1-5 and [0021], lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 3, Skunes et al. disclose an apparatus wherein the carrier 
transport comprises a positioning apparatus to move and support the at least one 
optical component carrier between a plurality of processing positions with respect to the 
at least one optical component processing stage ([0015], lines 12-22). 

Regarding claims 4, 13 and 21 , Skunes et al. disclose an apparatus wherein the 
positioning apparatus comprises a pedestal (pick machine) adapted to lift and support 
the one optical component carrier. 

Regarding claims 5, 14 and 22, Skunes et al. disclose an apparatus wherein the 
pedestal is adapted to move the optical component carrier in three dimensions with 
respect to the optical component processing stage ([0019], lines 6-13). 

Regarding claims 6, 7 and 15-17, Skunes et al. disclose an apparatus wherein 
the positioning apparatus comprises an indexing transport apparatus to move the 
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optical component carrier in a sequential index motion with respect to the at least one 
optical component processing stage ([0013], lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 8, Skunes et al. disclose an apparatus wherein the indexing 
transport apparatus comprises one indexing stop (1 10, 1 12, Figure 1 ) to stop and 
position the optical component carrier in a plurality of indexed processing positions 
(abstract, lines 5-8). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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7. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Skunes 
et al. as cited above. 

Skunes et al. disclose an optical device witli all the limitations set forth in the 
claims as discussed above, except the optical component carrier is moved at least one 
incremental distance as recited in claim 23. However, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to move the 
optical component carrier at least one incremental distance, since it has been held that 
discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in 
the art. In re Boesch, 617F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 



Allowable Subject Matter 
8. Claims 9, 12 and 18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Claims 24-33 are allowed. 

The prior art fails to disclose or reasonably suggest an apparatus for transporting 
one or more optical components between a plurality of optical component processing 
stages of an assembly system, wherein the indexing transport apparatus includes a 
carrier support member having a cam apparatus and shaft member; and further wherein 
the plurality of rollers are rotatably mounted to a frame and aligned along a longitudinal 
axis about orthogonal to the travel of the optical component carrier. 



Conclusion 
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9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Bergmann (U.S. Patent 5,703,992) discloses an optical package 
for optical components. And Yeo et al. (U.S. Patent 6,617,667) disclose an optical 
device carrier. 

10. The prior art documents submitted by applicant in the Information Disclosure 
Statement filed on 02/25/2003, have all been considered and made of record (note the 
attached copy of form PTO-1449). 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer Doan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2346. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 6:00am to 
3:30pm, second Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rodney Bovernick can be reached on (571) 272-2344. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 



872-9306. 



0956. 




JD 

February 5. 2004 



